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SOME NOMENCLATURAL NOTES ON FAM. GENTIANACEAE 


After Burtt’s (1965) publication, following 
account deals with some more nomendatur- 
al aspects which the authors have come 
across during the revisionary studies on the 
fam. Gentianaceae of north-west Himalayas. 

Two neW combinations are proposed and 
six correct citations are given. 

1. Gentianella thomsonii (Clarke) Bhatta- 
charyya et Sunita, comb, nov. 

Gentiana thomsonii Clarke in Hook. f. 
lfl, Brit. Ind. 4: 109. 1883. 

C. B. Clarke (1883) described the species 
Gentiana thomsonii under Gentiana L. [sen- 
$u lato) sect. Amarella Griseb. But due to 
the transfer of the sect. Amarella Griseb. 
to the genus Gentianella Moench (1974), 
fiotn. eons, present new combination is ne¬ 
cessary. 

3. G. moofcroftiana (Wall, ex G. Don) 
Airy-Shaw var. falconeri (Clarke) Bhat- 
tacharyya et Sunita, comb. nov. Gentiana 
falconeri Clarke in J. Linn. Soc. 14: 433. 
1875. Gentiana moorcroftiana var. falco¬ 
neri (Clarke) Clarke in Hook. f. FI. Brit. 
Ind. 4 : 108. 1883. Clarke (1883) reduced 
his species. Airy-Shaw transferred the 
specific epithet to Gentianella, but he did 
not transfer var. falconeri (Clarke) Clarke 
to it. 

3. G, moorcroftiana (Wall, ex G. Don) 
Airy-Shaw in Hook. f. Ic. PI. t. 3431. 
1Q4.3 fin note). 

Gentiana moorcroftiana Wall, ex G. Don, 
Gen. Hist. Dich. PI. 4: 182. 1837. 

Gentiana moorcroftiana Wall, ex Griseb. 
Gen. et.Sp. Gentian. .243. 1839 et in DC. 
Prodr. 9,; 96. 1845, excl, synom. (superfluo¬ 
us name). Gentianella moorcroftiana (Wall, 
ex; Griseb.)- Airy-Shaw, l.c. 

G. Don (1837) for the first time described 
the* species 'Gentiana moorcroftiana Wall., 
hosed-on the type Ladakh, Sirinagur, Moor- 


croft vide Wall. Num. List No. 4390 (Photo 
CAL!). Afterwards Grisebach (1839) with¬ 
out any reference to the said publication, 
used the same epithet and described the 
taxon based on the same type. Airy Shaw 
(1943) obviously overlooked this point, ne¬ 
cessitating the correction of authors as 
shown above. 

4. Gentiana argentea (D. Don) Griseb. Gen. 
et. Sp. Gentian. 275. 1839 et in DC. Prodr. 
9: 107. 1845. 

Ericala argentea D. Don in Edinb. Philos. 
Mag. J. Sci. 8(433): 76.1836, in G. Don. 
Gen. Hist. Dich. PI. 4: 192. 1837 et in 
Trans. Linn. Soc. 17:512.1837. 

Grisebach (1839) while making the com¬ 
bination Gentiana argentea cited Ericala 
argentea D. Don (1837) as a synonym/ 
basionym. Burtt (1965) established the prio¬ 
rity of D. Don’s (1836) publication over G. 
Don’s (1837). Therefore, the citation of 
author needs correction. 

5 G. tubiflora (G. Don) Griseb. Gen. et Sp. 
Gentiana 277. 1839 et in DC. Prodr. 9: 
no. 1845. 

Ericala tubiflora G. Don, Gen. Hist. Dich. 
PI. 4:189.1837. 

Grisebach (l.c.) while describing G. tubi¬ 
flora attributed the authority to Wallich, 
and cited Ericala tubiflora G. Don as a 
synonym. But G. tubiflora Wall. Cat. no. 
4388 (1831) is a nomen nudum. Therefore, 
the correct citation of authors should be as, 
shown above. 

6. Jaesehkest canaticulata (Royle ex G. Don) 
Knobl. in Bot. Centralbl. 60: 387. 1894. 
Gentiana canaliculata Royle ex G. Don, 
Gen. Hist. Dich. PI, 4; 182. 1837. 

Jaeschkea latisepala Clarke in J. Linn. 
Soc. 14: 441- 1875 et in Hook. f. FI. Brit. 
Ind. 4: 119- 1883. 

Stewart (1972) cited the species as /. cana¬ 
liculata (Royle) Knobl. which is incomplete 
and should be cited as above. 
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7 - Swertia tetragona Edgew. in Trans. Linn. 
Soc. 20: 86. 1846 ; Clarke in Hook. f. FI. 
Brit. Ind. 4: i 22 . 1883. 

Edgeworth (1846) described S. tetragona 
as a new species. But while dealing with 
same plant Clarke (1883) transcribed the epi¬ 
thet as Ophelia tetragona Edgew. instead of 
S, tetragona Edgew. and made, as if a new 
combination. 

Therefore, the correct authority for S. 
tetragona Edgew. was ambiguous. 

8. Halenia elliptica D. Don in Lond. & 
Edinb. Philos. Mag. J. & Sci. 8(43): 76. 
1836, in G. Don. Gen. Hist. Dich. PI. 4: 
I 77 - 1837 et in Trans. Soc. 17: 529. 1837. 
Clarke (1885) cited H. elliptica D. Don in 
Trans. Linn. Soc. 17; 329 which is wrong. 


ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

The authors are thankful to Dr. R. S. 
Raghavan, Regional Botanist at Kew for 
providing information about two new com¬ 
binations proposed here. 


Sunita Agrawal 

Publication & Information Directorate, C.S.I.R., New Delhi 

AND 

U. C. Bhattacharyya 

Botanical Survey of India, Debra Dun 




Burtt, B. L. Notes chiefly nomenclatural on Gentian*, 
ceae of Pakistan and India in Notes Roy. Bot Gard 
Edinb. 26(3) : 269-278. 1965. * 

s tewart , R. R. Flora of West Pakistan & Kashmir 
(Checklist), Gentianaceae,'p. 551-563. 1972. 


CHRYSOGLOSSUM ERRAT 1 CUM HOOK. F.—A RARE ORCHID 
FROM KAMENG DISTRICT, ARUNACHAL PRADESH 


In the germplasm bank of National Or- 
chidarium, Shillong, one orchid found grow¬ 
ing in association with Acanthephippium 
striatum Lindl. under the planting no. B252, 
which flowered during the month of June 
1974 and 1975 and the data collected there¬ 
in leads to its identification as Chrysoglos- 
s um erraticum Hook, f., a species hitherto 
known from Sikkim and Bhutan. The spe¬ 
cimen is preserved in the Kanjilal Herbari¬ 
um, Botanical Survey of India, Eastern Cir¬ 
cle, Shillong. 

It seems this little known species requires 
detailed description with illustrations, based 
on the living material, for future search to 
get a clear picture of its ecolcgtcal nicne 
and its behaviour in relation to its associate 
species composition. „ . 

Chrysoglossum erraticum Hook. f. FI* rit * 
Ind. $: 7^4* 1890. 


Terrestrial glabrous herb. Pseudobulb j.o- 
8.0x i.5-2.0 cm, erect, conical, smooth, green, 
covered by papery sheaths, unifoliate. ° Leaf 
28.5-30x4.5-7.5 cm, lanceolate, acute, 7- 
nerved, plaited ; petiole 8.0-10.5 cm long. In¬ 
florescence 20.0-29.5 cm long, erect; scape 
14.0-15.0x0.3-0.35 cm, polished, purplish 
green with sheathing bracts; raceme 6.0- 
14.5x0.15-0.2 cm. Floral bract 1.3-1.6x0.25- 
0.3 cm, acute, pale greenish yellow. Flower 
pale greenish yellow with purple spots, ca 
2.5 cm across at mouth ; sepals acute; dor¬ 
sal 1.01.8x0.2-0.3 cm, entire, triangular; 
laterals 0.9-1.7 x 0.2-0.3 cm, boat shaped, 
falcate, forming a short mentum. Petals 
0.9-1.7 x 0.3-0.4 cm, acute, 6 rows of purple 
dots, margin curved. Lip 0.7 • 0.9 x 0.7 - 0.8 
cm, white, disc with 3 lamellae, the central 
one shorter; side lobes 0.25 -0.3x0.25*0.3 
cm, obtuse, light purplish; midloba 0.4j* 





